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I certify that none of the documents included herein 


have been denied by the tribunal end that document book 


hes been examined ‘ith the prosecution in accordance with 
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Је certife cu’aucun des documents ci-inclus n’a été 


contesté par le Tribunsl, et -ue ce livre de dccurents « été 
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emaminé par le Ministére Public suivant les règles du Tribunal, 


en date du 4 Avril 1945. 


Ich hrstcetirc, Aass keine der hierin entheltenen 
Dokumente vom Gerichtshof thrclehnt wurden und dass 


Dokumentenbuch remeinsem mit der Anklerevertretune Aurche 
gesehen vurde, in Ueboreinstirmun: rit der Entscheidung des 


Geriehtshefes vom 4. Anrit 1946, 
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Declaration ^f Attornoy-at-law Dr. SIEMZRS: 
————————— MÀ ' LOL —— n — St—MÀÀ i M osÀ 


I horewith certify that the docunent below: 
"HAAG convention concerninz tho rights end privilezos 


of neutral powers in case of a sos war." 


Seen copied correctly fron 
RETCHSGESETZBLATT, 1910 


fron page 359, articles 1 and 2. 


Nuernberg, 19April 1946 


( Dr. W, SIEMERS ) 
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Article 1. 

Belligerents are bound to respect the sovereign rights of 
neutral Powers and to abstain, in neutral territory or neutral 
waters, from any act which would, if knowingly permitted by 


any Power, constitute 9 violation of neutrality. 


Article 2. 

Any act of hostility, includine capture and the exercise of the 

right of search, committed by belligerent war-ships in the territorial 
waters of a neutral Power, constitutes a violation of ncutrality 


and is strictly forbidden. 





(Page 291 of Oris.) | ) RAEDER Мо» 66 


И 


Declaration by Attorney-at-law Dr. STEMERS; 


The enclosed document is an expert opinion entitled; 


"International Leval Evaluation of the Norway Action," 


p 


а e m س‎ 


Hermann MOSLER, 


Nuernbers, 6 April 1946 
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INTERNATIONAL LEGAL EVALUTION OF THD NORWAY ACTION. 


COSHH оо HEH ооо оо со ооо ооо оо ооо ооо ооо SELES ө оо ооо 


The legal position of a neutral sovereim territory 
during war 


Their violation by one of the belligerents and the 
reaction of the opponent 


a) International legal evaluation 
b) Events from the 13% world war 
22) Occupation of Saloniki 
bb) Violation of Greek Coast: 
rev Lous 
са) 
bb) Russo-Jopanese war 
d) Attitude of leading scientific literature 
Preventative action in neutral territory 


Legal position of a neutral state in case of violation 
of its sovereign territory 


Relation between a neutralit ty violation of a belligerent 
end the counteraction of the enemy 10 


Article 6 a) of the Statute and tho preventative actim 14 


The flying of colors of the Navy during the execution 
of the Norway action 12 


Notes, 15 
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1. During а wor, combat actions may not be undertaken in the 
sovereign territory of neutral states, thet is states not involved in the 
ware The sovercign territory of neutrals comprises national territory, 
coastal waters ond tho air above both, 

The У. Hogue Convention of 18 October 1907 referring to land 
warfare, 
and the 

1) 

XIII. Hasuc convention of the some dete referring to naval warfare 
are concemed with the гі ұз and duties of neutrals and belliverents. 

Neither agreement was formally in force in relatio to the 
belliscrents at the time of the occupation of Norway (Germany, Great 

2) 
Britain, France, Poland), because not all participants had ratified 
and the agreements stood under tho stipuletion of total participation, 

S it would apply oniy if oll belligorents were 

3) 
troatye The basic provisims of both agreements which concern the 
character of the condition of neutrality, are therefore nothing but 
the cancellation of a naturally appropriate regulation, resulting 
general persuas justice, Therefore one can draw conclusions 
about the international legal behavior of bellizerents and of the 
neutrals from the basic rules of the agreement, even without their 


formal apr 


The following principles : y to the territory of neutral 


powers: 
Their territory is inviolable. The bellizerents may not take 
through it in tronsit ony troops or eny material of war. 
They may not establish any installations for intelligence on 
neutral territory nor use during the war ony installations of this 
kind established by them before the war. 
The neutral mey not permit any of the actions described "E 


The following; applies to coastal waters; 


l2 


^ > . 


The belligerents must respect the sovereign rights of the 


neutral 
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end must refrain fron eny action which the neutral would have to resist 
5) 
militerily in order to mintain its neutrolity. 
2. 2 Neutral territory спа neutral coastal waters lose their 
neutral character if one of the bollizerents uses them for acts of 
ware According to general legal interpretation, which is recomized 
not only by Gernony, but also by the ollied countries, the opponent 
he belligerent, who violates the neutrality of a non=perticipant 
хе, no longer needs to respect the latter, However, the presupposition 
that the neutral is unwilling or unsble to fulfil his oblisations, 
that is, ho dcos not maintain neutrality by his om mens, 
The condition of neutrality has legal effects not only between 
the neutrals end cach of the belligerent parties, but it is also of 
importance in the relationship of the belligerents with each other. 
Because of the repercussions, which result for his opponent from a 
change in neutrality toward опе of the belligerents neutrality 
has been designated as a three party lecal relationship, which 
includes both parties ond the neutrals. 
If neutrality is disturbed, then it is not of any importance for the 
reaction of the injured belligerent, whether the neutral did not 
went to guarantee the protection of his scvoroi on rizhts, because 
he hes sympathics for the other belli:erent, or whether he lacks 
the mens for the purpose, Tho repercussions of the disturbance 
on the war situation gives the opponent the right to reestablish 
the equilibrium on his part, He thus undertakes on action which, 
seen superficially, signifies a violation of neutrality. However, 
that is not the case, because it is directed against the other 
belligerent who uses neutral territory for his actions of war, Although 
the neutral by this rercticn suffers infringement of the exercise 
of his sovereign sights, he cannot complain about this, because his 


freedom of action had already been lost by the previous violation. 


His guilt in that connection is insignificont; the fact of the loss 


^ 


~ D) ¬ 
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is Cecisive ir khe ent, го. 704085 £ chether he intervened iy 
agreement or without or against the will of the neutral. The 1ед^1 title Рог 
cn to whom the equilibriun 
assured by neutrality was she ken, is the ri;ht of self- preservation, 
This results from the character of intornacionel lew as a legal order 
which recognizes no mutual Superior power and no force for the 
reesteblishucnt of the order in case of breach: 
by the Leazue of N: tions, спа by rezionol as 
Systems since the first world wer to linit the 
to scli-hel», were toc ii molete for the states 
league pac г other treaties to heve сус1168 themselves cf the right 
to do what was necesss: 
necessity themselves, 
The гі ё of sclf-presexrvation aS Оїлсув been recognized as being 
h the nature of the case, d has kept i place despite 
acts for the prevention of war. This is especially indicated by the 
Circular Note of the ^n Secretary of State XSLLOGG dated 23 June 
928. The note was саагеззей to the contemplated signatories of the 
anti-war pact and comprises the foundation on which the pact was cons truc- 
tod, In it KSLLOGG explained thus: 
" There is nothin; in the American drat cn en onti-war 


h restricts or impairs in спу way the right 
self-defense, That ri sht is ini herent in eyery scvereim 


4- " 


"e спа is implicit in every trecty, 2 


^ 


Ihe French government expressed the sane attitude in its оріпісп 
of 19 July 1928: 


"Nothing in the Я at either restricts or conpror 


Үт? WEE гээл a a elf so, M 
in any WS ri: self-iefonse, 


JACKSON in his opening speech Uere the International 
эн. 
bun-l on 21 November 1945 also refers to t} "Right of 
Self-preservaticn" which he as resistence against an act of 


aggression or aid given to a fcreim state against such an act, 


"€ 
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Ihis viewpoint is of consider ble importance for the neutrality relationship. 
It means that the reaction 82203885 a violation of neutrality is directed 
552418% the enemy, not aginst the neutral, and that the fact of the 
violation, but not the behavicr of she пецёг^] is decisive, The reaction 
of the eneny within neutr^l Sovercion terrirczy is гп act of self 
defense against the eno y Mo violates the neutrality, toward the neutral ~ 
insofar as he is not guilt: of a violat of neutrality cblicntim = 
an act which can be conp--cd to a state of ore сепсу, that is the 
injury to a disintereste” shird party for the praservaticn of lega 
property. 

The 5; Swedish Fore 2308) .inisier GUNTER on € 
following statements Cr | inter-parliament:2y сгсар of the Swedish 
parliament thus at a t: when he certainly 012 sot wish 
Sweden's neutrality obl. -tions beyond the extent cbsolutely neces 


cred about the En-lis avowal to respect 
lity 25 ins as it ws respected by Un slend's 
i something inadequate in this. He believes 

nding exists here, Pı if Swedish neutrality 

Girmony, for instance | copture of ships 
"ee-nile-z: ne, thon from the Еп lish viewpoint, 
the inte; vention by Germeny in Sweden would be decisive, 
ti.» Swedish inebility ог 1 Ок of ire to resist 
violetion, Thereby, Забей would cease to be 


tion ship n in;lend, Ocsscocuent Уу, an sae would 
1 H s 
nger | 3 Crest mas а п utral country, 7 


^ MUTARE 
ic. Prececaents in 


Gocis £ons and 


the occupation of the о025 and oi y of SALONIXI 
AD 
= я 51:14:25 е 4.3. 2 ر‎ 
by the allies uring the neutrality of Greece, Gezrrny reacted 
ne 8. hark - "oen c Ч 5 9 ч 1 1 1 
aerial boriberdinoant vf the city, The Germon-Greek ; @хоа court of от 
—_ Е CL Е 


appointed oursurnt to the Versailles tr aty) had to take up 


mea 5 dow » 4 2 Р 1 А 
ality of Чи. German procedure and determine}: 
sees 





meas ЇЇ! 


rs 


;jermeny to under 
tne necessary military operations for hor defense 
Greek territory," 10) 


"The occunation of SALONIYI was an unauthorized act 
+2 
5: 


against Germany which permitted 


bb) French naval forces at tho time of Greek neutrality captured 4 
Austro--ungarian ships in Greek co2st?l waters because they served fron 
Grook ports and coastal waters ав bases to supply end equip submarines 


-- 


tho central powers. The French Nava Prize Court which had to decide 


about the legality of the capture, answered in 
larlike acts were in Question by which Greek neutrality was violated. 


Owners of ship end cargo can therefore insist on the noutrzlity of Greek 


11) 


waters agains 12 Measures of French naval forces. 


damental question, in whet esses 2 belligercnt may under 


| 


се 


cn 


4A 
take 


ions on neutral territory because o iengors which threaten him 


insurzents fron 
alls. In tho Anglo- 


concerning the 


le- 


Procedure, the: WAS unity í the prineinle that the 


Sclf-orosorvation under certain 


torial violation, The presupposition is that he necessity of solf-prosorv- 


erative and leaves no choice of means". 
conflict between tho British government and the Canadian insurzents 
actually no "war" in the legal sense in which ths 
neutral. howsver the 
territory of disintere 


in practice and legal interpretation of later times. 
© 
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WEXATON states in reference to the Carolina Case that the violation 
of nevtral territory by э bellizeront justifies the enemy on his part to en- 
eroach on neutral territory. Fe puts the inablity of the neutral state to 
preserve its noutrality on the same basis as its deserve 


atso sets forth the British 2nd Алогісгп principles 


л 


Carolina Caso 2s decisive for tho violation of neutral territory in war. 
Tho following casos from tho Russo-Japanese war of 1904 - 1905 
= the latest historical incident at the time of the con- 
clusion of the 1907 agroenent are therefore especislly significant for its 
intcroretation, 

Japanese destroyers penetrated into thc neutral Chinese port of 
TSCEI-IU, and gave the commandant of a lussian destroyer, which had previous- 
ly fled there, the choice of either leaving the vori or surrendering his ship 
to the Japanese. Whon the commandant thereupon ER ho ordor for tho destruc- 
3 ‹ 15) 
tion of tho ship, the Japanese towed it out of the port." 

Japan took it upon herself to ros > tho neutrality viole 
tho Eussien destroyer by violetion on hor vart of Chinoso 
to provont Chins's wosknoss in nrosorv-tion of her noutrelity 

acoous to Jeevan. ftor conclusion 
port reestablished. 
of 
operations in Korean waters. Insofar as the jo ) ary to noutrelity, 


ussian warship in Koreign sovereign territory w:s concerned, tho legality 
of tho Japanese actior on vrincivle мов not disputed; only tho actuel prossup- 
positions were n г] еу 0 m Ї i battle betu japanese forces 


85 511150 tho 


procedure 
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The En lishuen HALL writes about this that the Russian protest was 


unfounded since Korea, despite her neutrality proclenation 


CIC. 


to prevent the use by Russia of its зоусгеі т territory. 

d) From lending international legal litcrature,which as а source 
of knowledge of legal stendards if of considerably greater importance 
then the literature of national law, the following opinions must be 
nontion.d, in additicn to ebcve mentioned testimony: 


aa) The lending Austricn intemetional lawyer VERDROSS states 


in his textbook of 1937: 


"Should ,... a neutral state be unwilling or unable to defend 
its neutrality against a bellizerent, thon the other bellizercnt may 
18) 
as well treat this territory as a theater of operations. 


bb) KUNZ, in his recognized textbook "Lex of war and laws of 


19) 


neutrality" expresses himself likewise. 


сс) The leading French textbook JAUCHILLE states on our 
question: 


"If one cf the bellizerents hes, by his forces cr authority, 
carried out on act of hostility in neutral territory, the 
other belliserent also acquires the right to carry out 
military operaticns there himself. 

In reality, there no longer exists опу real neutrality, 

there is only pretended neutrality; the successicn of hostile 
acts effectuated by enemy forces or authorities has deprived 
the territory "Је facto" of the benefit of neutrality." 20 


dd) The textbook by OPPSNHELI-LAUWURPACHT in which the British 
viewpoint is represented, states: 


"fases are possible in which part, or the whole ‚ of the 
territory of 2 neutral state falls within the re tion of ware 
These cases arise in wars in which such neutrel territories 
are the very objects of the war, as were Koren (then inde- 
pendent state) and the Chinese province of Manchuria in the 
Russo-Japanese war; or when a neutral state, either delib- 
erately or because it has not at its disposal sufficiently 
Strong naval forces, does not prevent a bellizerent fron 
committing hostilities in its territorial waters ond making 
then a basis for military operations спа preparations, These 
territorial weters become in consequence a part of th 
region of war, ond the other belligerent may al comait 
hostilities there," 


3. The statements in 2, refered to the event that the sovereimn 


territory of the neutral hed 2lre^dy been violated by one of the 


belligerents before the other one on its part made use of the neutral 


ЕЕ 


arene -11 
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This would therefore apply in the case of the occupation of Norway in 
respect to the mining of coastal waters, but not in respect to the occup- 
ion of "terra firma" by 


acre 2re no histor 


cooosinz 1 А more remote, but very well-known севе 
violation of neutrality which to this dey is mentioned 


and ovor, is tho British stt2ck on the Denish fleet and the city cf _ COPE. - 


—— 


HAGIN in tho ye 7. -4 the time, Gre:t Britain wented to orevent tho 
of Danish shi» y "renee. The British Science of international law 
ection as legal end in this connection establishod the fol- 
which is 2180 aplicable to the Norway action: 


its character 
ee eee 
бег is about 
én army merch th wrcugh “the orritor; а Monten’, obviously 
veak for resistancc; under thes i VS eis d it would bo im- 
to refuse him tho right t enti Њо tho attack against 
шы territory," 22) 


in 


reason for these principles, set forth by hin, 
WESTLAKE in the ric solf-preservation according to which 
nay 022082 threatening violation of neutrality. 

n harmony with this interoretation, the British governme 
during the recently vest war the right of tho 
sovoroicn territory when it оссцо164 


1 


announcomont, it justified its section with tho vossibility of a sudden 


элс 
cec 


Gornen advaneo on Їсс1ап8, 
Tho orosuD0ositions of preventive overstions on neutral torritory 
have to be ё10891у rostricted in order not to gbzka 
trality lew by improper avpvlications. Trom tho viewpoint of 
vation, one can rightly advoe-te the ovinion that the neutrality violation 
which took plece can with certainty be nut on the seme basis as the опо 
to be exoectod or the one immediate y imminent. 


«3195 
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another interprot-2tion would be unnatural and would establish demans 


which would not corresvond to the character of 2 community of netions 


. 
28 a multitude of sovereign stetes with a still incomletely undeveloned 


mutual 105221 order. 
The defenso arainst en imminently threatening atteck is in 211 


2. 


mestic 102-1 systems an едл1ї8682010 act 
though tho atc has a ‚5 01600821 the vunitive 
loletor of tho law. In the comunity of nations which — at 


et the beginning end during the past war - lacks enforcing power, 


viowpoint of self-preservation is valid to far greater extent. One 


of 


say thet it moreover is a vart/the law at every level of socicty 


whethor between individuals or social organizations. It is 2 matter to 
historic-l events whether or not tho 2 information, avail- 

or Trench side, about 
Was so concrete the he Gornen occup- 


tho besis of international law 2s а vreventive 


and British action egainst Norwegian territory 


4. 
nont, or if tho German High Command had consider it 
"fter conscientious exemination, then one cən with good 
oneself for the legality of tho use of neutral Norwegian 
Germany for the vurvose of military overations. 

f the neutral st^to prover does not have to be 
involved by the з of 3 sovereign territory for military operations. 
Practically it will only te possible for it to косо wo its noutrality 
if tho military ovoretions c^n be localized or are temore ry in 121016, 


2 > 


v2.8 tho case, for instance, in the incidents mentioned fror 


russo-Jepanes > war. 
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Germany upon ner entry into Norway declared that she did not desire 
to lead her (Norway ) into а st-to of war, thet sho rather wes defen- 
ng of Norwegian coastal waters end wentod 


. 
iately imnincnt lending by the British and Ггопей. 
If the Norwegian government like the Danish had accepted tho oecuvation 
without armed resistance, then the noutr^l status of tho country would 
have been maintained. However, the stato of wer was brought about by 
battles between German end Norwegian troons. The declaration of 
on Termany by the Ying of Norwzy confirmed this state of tho case. 
question of the Gormen-lorwegisen relationshiv has no importence 
the German procedure. It is rather 
decisive only whether or not the German assertions about the 


ending vlan of tho Allies were actually correct. If this was 


а reaction was Dermisseble. See No.5 about 


imoortance in order to find reasons for the 
right to reaction whether the А! зто in agreement with tho Yor- 
wegien government or wanted to carry out their intentions against the 
will (see above No. 2a). However, a possible agreement on 
of the Norwegians would have increased the dengor for Gor- 
1а have decreased the demands which must be raised for 
“admissibility of preventive sction. 
5. In what rolationshiv must tho reection stand to the »rovious 
violation of neutrality by the onoonont? Must it 
romov?l of tho violation or can the wronged state us 
territory cecordine to its own 200га1в21 in any possible way that 
аросагв sporooristo? 
admissible reaction of the wronged bellizoeront against the 
neutral territory serves, зв mentioned above, for equaliz— 
ation/the Qisturbod equilibrium in the neutrality roletionshio. 


Fron this it results 
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thet its purpose is to take from the enemy the advantage which he has 
won by violation of neutrality. This occurs cither by driving out the enery 
end reestablishment of the neutrality of the violated sovereign territory 
or by its use to an equal extent as by the enemy, Measures going beyond 
thet are contrary to international law. If neutral coastal waters ere 
being used by the enery, then the opponent is permitted to expel hin 
compare the sbove-renticned Japanese actions against Russian warships 
in Chinese and Korean ports end waters as well аз the seizure of austrc- 
Hungarien ships in Greek waters during the first world war. Germeny could 
react against the mining of the coatsal waters by which legitimate transit 
of Geman war and conmercial vessels through Norwegian coastal waters wes 
to be prevented, by preventing tho use of Norwe;ion waters end ports by 
the enemy war and commercial fleet. This could be done by mining or by 
actions of naval forces in Norwegian waters, The use of the Norwezien 
mainlend could be justified from the viewpoint of the use contrary to 
neutrality of Norwegian coastal waters, by the enemy insofar as the 
removal of the enemy violation of neutrality would hove been impossible 
to carry out in any other поппего By no means, con the occupation of the 
f Norway be justified by the mining. 

However, if by the reasoning of the above viewpoints, the enery 
operations threatened the Norwegian mainlend proper or if Germeny was forced 
to assume so ~ both ere matters of proof of facts -, then the preventive 
occupation of Norway was admissible, 

6. Tho Statute of the International Military Tribunal establishes 


punishment for Agressive War under article 6 a k 





H0690 —0019 


(Розе 304 of Orig.) 


Azgression", is nct defined mere exactly. Regardless whether en 


aggressive war із desigated by the international law prevailing at the 
beginning end during the second world war as an offence on the part of the 
aggressor state and is char;ed to the perpetrators as а cfire, one must 
qualify the conception in the wey it is understood at the present stage of 
development of international law. Since it concerns facts from the sphere 
of international relations, measures which are permitted by international 
law, must be excluded from the concept. This is the case in regard to the 
preventive action on neutral sovereim territory under the mentioned 
presuppositicns. 

7, Аз it is shewn by document 0-115, the German naval forces had 
the order during the Norway action to cancuflace themselves as British 
vessels as long as possible ond to fly the British battle flag. according 
tc document 0-115, thoy were to fly the British bottle fleg during 
entry into Могиле ;ien ports until the troops landed, 

In the laws of wor, the principle is generally applicable that 
friend and eneny must be clearly distinzuisheble in order not to be 
mistaken, The camouflase as friend takes from the fi-hter his capacity 
as a legitimate combatant. According to the customs of war, he does 
not enjoy any protecticn, end шоу be convicted sunusrily by the епецу 
into whose hands he falls. 

In land warfare, during past times, the use of the enery flag 
was considered permissible until the beyiming of the attack proper. 

The Hague convention om land warfare specifically prohibits the 
misuse of flags without restricting the prohibition to the fighting 
action proper. In consideration of the general mode of expression of 
the text sone writers believe this regulation may be interpreted to 


mean that the misuse of flajs is prohibited only during the fi:ht proper. 
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Thereby the general principle mentioned initially, thet the fighting 


troops must be in a position to distin uish between friend and enemy 
i 1g У 


5) mny volces, however, are of the opinion that the 


$y not even before the 


In naval warf “re, according to valid international low 
uestion is to be answered unequivocally. The principle the 
from the beginning of the battle the true colors must be show 
although it has 
politically, its validity has never 
Until the beginning of the battle » the naval 


may oroeced 


пе rolstion- 
and the 
presenting showever it does not 


diminish the admissibilit of hi ction in tho conduct of war against 


113. 


his enemy, 
During the first world wer, tho Germen cruisor "EMDEN" provided 
purposes of camouflage with a coat of gray paint and а fourth 
smokestack, according to British allegations, it flew the Japanese 
| German battle flag, sank the 
Russian warship  "ZuE;3CHUG", Тие international legal compilation 
СОВВЕТТ = BELLOT, which comorises importatn eases of international law, 
designates the behavior of the "EMDEN" as "quite correct" 27) 
British practice permits the 
The behavior of NELSON during the Napoleonic wars may be mentioned 
famous historical prededent which is still referred to today for 
practice of the laws of navel warfare: While he awaited Spanish 
ps at the latitude of Barcelon: he showed the French flag in order 


22) 


entice them. 
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át the beginning of the battle at the latest » the nation-1 
battle flag must be show The permissibility of strategem must 
at least come to an end 25 this tine because otherwise the initially 
mentioned general principle of the laws of would be abrogated. This 


igatory common international 15 


Nuernberg, 23 March 1946. 


Dr. Hermann MOSLER. 
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generale de droit international public, 1920, Appendix pave 10 ЁЁ,,12» 


MOORS: A Digest of Internaticnal Low" Volume II, 1906, page 409 ff. 


WHEATON: Elements of Internaticnal Law, 6th English edition, 
revised by KEITH, Volume II, 1919, pa;e 932, 

HERSHEY; The International Law and Diplomacy during the 
Japanese iar, 1906, pave 261. 


SAIITH-SIGL2Y: International Law as Interpreted during the Russo- 


Jepanese War, 1907, pase 116 РР. 


Official Japanese Statement about the eren он Paters relating 
to tho Forei n Relations of the United Stat s 1904, расе 139 f, 


HALL: A Treatise cn International Low, Sth Ddition, 1924, разе 722. 
DROSS: Inteynational Lay pase 297. 
From the year 1935, расе 62 fe 


FAUCHILLE; Treatise on Public International Irw, (Traite de droit 
international public, ) 1921, Volume II pase 93, 


РРЕМНЕТМ LAUTERPACHT: International Law, 5th Edition, Volure II 
1955, pase 199, 


WESTLAKE: International Law, part I, 1910, рае 315. 
Periodical for foreign public law and intefnational law, Volume X, 


page 812, 
ed. 
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(Page 308 of Orice ) 


WHEATON: Elements of International Law, 5th English Edition, 1916, 
revised by РНЇЇЛОРЗОН, page 501. 


See OPPENHETN-LAUTERPACHT: International Low, 5th Edition 


-———— Le 


Volure II, 1935, page 344 referring to a number of international 
legal authors, 


Sec KUNZ: Laws of War and Neutrality, .1935, page 122. 


Leadinz Gases on Internetional Law, th Editicn, Volume IT 
> 3 э 3 
1924, paze 189, 


HOLLAND: Prize Law, paragraph 200; see HALLECK: Internaticnal 
Law, Volume I, 567, 569; Manual of prize law, 62. 


WHEATON: in the before-mentioned place, роге 580. 


See all quotations menticneds 
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| | | | H0690 –0024 
Appendix 4 to Document UK - 79 7 | RAEDER зо, 57 


Grand Admiral Dr, RADDR 4 G (4 
Commander-ir-Chief of the Navy 41.2 


Berlin-Charlottenbu T£, 


I had another detailed discussion, yesterday, with Quisling and an 
submitting to yon in brief a few more details for the purpose of answer 
ing the questions which were put to ле yesterday, 

Unfortunetely I stumbled agsinst а door with "y sore fort Inst 
in the dark and am laid up again, otherwise Т woul? have been very ла 
to speak to you toder anf report to the préner offices’ on the avbicct 
yesterdays conversa tion, 

So the question left to be @ecided would be whether or not we should 

Councillor Quisline, In this connection 
the decisive point would be consiferation of the fact whether 
lieved that tho political tension in Seandinavian is euch that we nust 
count on an ac^rcssive «outbreak on the part of our eneny, with all the 
serious conseouences which would follow therefrom, or whether we 
that we can let things go on the wey thoy have up to пом; sceondly, the 
question as to military technical Possibilities, 2 question on which vou 


alone are competent to express an opinion end, furthermore, what is 


, 
thought of a possible surprise action to be carried throueh in Scand 


inevie proper, 





I ёл sending you enclosed a memorandum and after you have looked N | © 
throuch it, I should appreciate а telephone call fron you at my hono | 
at пшлбег 89 33 29,  Shoulà you feel that you fevor а reception Юу the 
Fuchrer апа provided I am still uneble to move around, I should have to 
&8k you to introduce Quisling. 
Му purely personal inpression is that if it is fensible to take 
&ction, such action should be taken, 


Heil Hitler! 


Yours truly 


Peichsleiter Alfred БО5ГГВТО!а 
(unsizned) letter t^ Admnirezl RATDYE 
of December 13 - 1939 


11111 
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(Page 511, 
of orig) 


Declaration by Attorney ~ at — law Dr. SIZES: 


—— —À——— — — — —— —————— 


I herewith certify that the document below: 
Cipher telegrans (decoded) from tho records of the British Consul in larvi 


from White Book No. 4 of the foreign Office, 
Berlin 194C 
Documents concerning Anglo-French policy of extendinz the war, 


has been copied correctly from Group 3, docunents 


Nuernberg, 8 April 1945 





iQ 


(Page 312 
of orig.) Group B, Doc. No. 1 


Fron Adniralty 


To British Consul, Narvik 20065 


British Consular Officer, Nervik, repeated Naval attaché, Oslo, from 
р.М.т. Please report by telegraph harbor facilities of the port of 
Narvik including following details: — 

(a) length of quays 

(b) depth of water alongside 

(с) height of quays above high water 

(а) number of cranes or other facilities for unloading ships 

(e) number end dimensions any transit sheds 

(f) number of rail approaches to quays 


(=) whether there is any flat ground in the imnediate neighbourhood 
harbour 


(n) dimensions of reported eerodromes SKATORRA and BARDUFOSS 
(i) whether ere are any roads to these porodronmcse 
Use great discretion in making your investigations end repeet your 


telegraphic reports to Naval Attaché, OSLO. 


T.0.R. 0930/30 1.0.0. 2018/29/12/39 


Facsimile located sane page as translatione 
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(Page 313 Group 8, Doc. No. 2 
of orig) 


From the British Conmul in Narvik to the British Consul 


in Tronsoe. 
To Consul Cumming, British Consulate, Troms 20920. 


Cen you give me following information regardinz reported aerodromes: 
at SKATCRRA and BARDUFOSS, approximate dimensions, whether any roads 
lead to then are both available for land Machines, distance fron 


TROIS and NARVIK. Please troat as extremely confidential. 6133$. 


1724/31/12/39 


Pacsimile located sane page as orizinal. 
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(Page 314 _ Group B, Doc No. 3 
of orig) 


FROL THE BRITISH CONSUL IN ТЕ24502 TO THE BRITISH 
CONSUL IN NARVIK 


Fron Troms/ 


To British Consul, Narvik 44173 


Your 1724 of 318+ December. SKATTOEYRA is a Norwegian naval 


seaplane base situated on TROLS Û island about 4 miles north by 
road from the center of town. There 18 no lending ground for land 
machines and the hangars are not yet completed. Seaplanes lying at 
pe buoys. Hangars кише із to accommodate 16 seaplanes. 
BARDUFOSS is a Norwegian military air station situated some 45 
miles northward of NARVIK by road and about 80 miles southward of 


TROLS ty road. Dimensions lending ground unknown. 
T.O.R, 1430/2 Т.С.С. 1010/2/1/40 


Facsimile located sene раде as originel. 





(Page 215 
of orig) 


To British Legation, Oslo 


To Admiralty, London 22280 


Admiralty (for D.N.I.) repeatod to Naval Attaché OSLO your 2018 


29.December. 


about 1200 feet 

26 feet at low water 

SC fect at high water; not suitable for discherginz сагго but 
troops could be landed there, 


Harbour Jetty 
(a) 400 feet 
(b) 29 foet at low water outside, only 18 foct inside jetty 
(c) 8 feet at high water 
(а) попе 
(e) 2 store sheds 45 by 8 yards and Bc by 8 yards, respectively, 
2 floors each. 
(f) single line passes across inshore end of qu у. 


8 Fagernes Quay 


(a) 550 feet 

(b) 21 feet at low water 

(c) 6 feet at hich water 

(а) One 20 ton electric crane 
(e) 190 by 20 metros, 2 floors 


ТТ 





TT 


do йө line alonzside ship. 2 separate single lines connect 
then to main line also sidings abreast quay. 


no. 

SXATORRA is naval seaplane base on TRONS) Island 4 miles 
north of town by road. No landing ground there. Hengars 

tc accommodate 16 seaplanes not yet completed, planes lying 
at buoys. BARDUFOSS is military air station 45 miles north- 
ward of NARVIK by road and 80 miles southward of TROMSA 

by road; exact dimensions unknown but reported to be not 
less than 60C metres each way. 


Understand railway tunnels do not permit transport of aeroplanes. 
Information fron British Consuls at NARVIX and TROLS. 


T.C.C. 19089/2/1/40 


Facsimile located same pago as originale 
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Raeder No. ..99... 
Statement of Dr, SIELERS, attorney. at Law: 


I herewith certify that the following excerpt from 


Document С 21 ~ GB 194: 


"War Diary of the Naval Operations Staff" 


lst Section, Brochure 5, of 1. - 31 January 1940 


is а true сору of page 80 ~ 93, 179, 117, and 20). 


Nuernberg, 8 April 1946. 
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aval Operations 
а ры 


Particulars: 
1,) 


2.) Preface to the "North! treatise of the ОКШ, which gives 
general, preliminary view of German operational possibilitics 
in the northern area, For revision of the treati go 
staff is being established by order of the Fuchrer, 
headed by a General of the Air Farce, who 2% 
be entrusted with the execution of а potentia 
Chicf of Staff of the specialist staff is to 


the Navy, the operations officer (Ia) by the 


The treatise is bescd on the tnought that an 


oreventod through our forcstalling 
of Norway. As tho situation 
conflict, anti-Ge 
condinavian states 
aso of ah English 
according 
treatise of tho ОКИ, through the fac shat thc 


B&Bovernment under tho pro—English 





ШИШ 


Jewish Prime Minister Hambro remains in office in violation of 

tne Constitution through the failure to.dissolve the Storthing 

on 11 January. According to the opinion of the ОКИ, the possibility 
moreover oxists that a German attack operation in the West would 


give England a pretext for the occupation of Norway. 


Instigation for the treatise of tho ОКМ was given by the lecture 
of the Commandcr-in-Chief of the Navy before the Fuchrer on 

12 December 1939, in which the Commander-in-Chicf of the Navy, on 
the basis of his discussion with Мг, Qu. of 11 December, pointed 
out the groat danger, which гп English foothold in the Northern 
areca would mean for German wor ocerations, and pointed out the 
possibilities which could result for German operations because of 


1 
' 


the possible development of internal political conditions in Norway 


(sce record of the discussion of the Commendcr-in-Chiof of the 


Navy with Сц, and the lecture before the Fuchrer ~ Var Diary 


Part С Brochure VII.) 


Tho Chicf of the Naval Operations Staff (551) harbors the firm con- 
viction now 2s before that England intends the occupation of Norwa 
in the псаг future in order to prevent completely all imports into 
Germany from the Norwegian-Swedish arca and for the comploto 
obstruction of German ocean and North Soa operations, in which 
connection she could count on the anti-German feclings of the 
Norwegians with the furthest quiet agreement of Norway, 5t least 

of the government and large parts of the population. This opinion 


is confirmed by special reports which the Chief of the Naval Operation: 





ШИН 


(Page 320 0690 — 0035 
of orig.) 


Staff has received. As а further result of such an occupation, 
to the opinion of the Chief of the Naval Operations 

ng of a very severe pressure on 
weden would have to be expected with the goal of choking all 
exchange of goods to Germany and to force Sweden, if possible, 

to enter the war on the side of tre Vestern powers, Such a 

development is comsiaered a ng be Germany by 
the Chief of the Neral Operations Staff (Sk1;, because 

occupation of Norway by England м 0014 decide the outcome 


wer unfavorably for German; 


However, an occupation of Norway by Gesnany, on the other hand, 
without the danger of an English operation, would be а dangerous 
undertaking in a straves eccnonic-politic&l respect, according 
to Department 1 of 
a German occupation 
Norwegian waters woul 

condition of 
the vital German ore imports from the Norwegian 
in the winter months, and the important 


bases and to and fror. overseas can 


In complete a reement with this point of 
$ 


Operations Staff is therefore also of the opinion tnat the 


favorable solution would doubtless be the maintenance of the 


tuation, whieh if strictest neutrality is exercised by Norw 
permit the safe use of Norwegian territorial waters for the shipping 
vital to Germany's war effort without the attempt being made on the 


part of England to endanger seriously this sea-lane. 


The development of the political situation in Norvay, as well as 


“Ж 
= © 





iN 


(Pege 321 
of orig.) 


overall war situation cannot be predicted, It is, therefore, 
fundamentally necessary also that an occupation of Norway be 
included in the operational preparations of the total war effort, 
EE 

and/that the Navy, which is so decisively concerned in this, make 
ali preparations which are necessary for the fulfilment of the 
requirements devolving upon the Naval Operations Staff in as 


short a time as possible. The preparations are summarized in the 


"North" treatise. 
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(Lines 1 < Ш. incl.): 
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ЗАЖРЕН Но. 78 


Declaration Юу Attornoy-at-lew Dr 


———— M 9 nn 


1 herewith certify that the docuncnt below: 


“he director of naval intelligence to the Senior Naval Control 


Service Officer, Narvik 
from White Book Ко, 4 of the Forcizn Cffice, 


Berlin 1940 
Docunents concerning Anglo~French policy of extending the War, 


has been copied correctly from 


Croup C, espionage order of the director ofintellisence of the British 


Acniralty to the British Consul in Narvik, Document 2. 





ШШ 


(Pase 331 of 0-3.) 


о С, docu nt Ко, 2 


Мэүг1 Intellisen o to the Scnior Мсус1 Control service 


T ^ 


Officer in Nervik. 


31 J^nu^ry 1940. 


Replies to the questions in the attached questionaire are 
requested as soon as possible., It would be convenient if itens 
of information were forwarded, with reference to the relevant 
paregraphs, as they are obtained, It should be emphasised that 
no attempt to gather informaticn should in any way compremise 
your position or arouse local suspicion. Much of that concerning 
port facilities, which is more urgently required, would no doubt 


^ 


become accessible during the course of ordinary work, 


(Sgd.) GEOFFREY COOKE, 


2 ToC 
ТОГ elle Le 


English original text located tle sene page es Geman translatione 
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(Page 337 
of orig) 


De 


Declaration by Attornoy-aií-law- Dr. SIEZAERS$ 


—— TI trm tn وھ ہاچ‎ ee 


I herewith certify that the docugont below: 
Letter from the assistant British Naval Attaché. in Stockholm to the 
British Consul in Narvik, 


fron White Bock No. 4 of the Foreign Office, 


Berlin 1940 


Docuncnts concerning Anclo—French policy of extending the war, 


has been copicd correctly from Group C, document 1. 


Fuernborg, 8 April 1946 


We БТЕМУҢ5) 





Group б, document Мо, 1 
(Page 338 roup v, 


of orig) 


Letter from tho Assistant IZ -itish Naval Attaché in Stockhokn 


to the British Consul in Narvik 


British Legation, 
Stockholn 
14th February, 1940. 

Dear Consul—Cavtain— 

This is firstly to introduce n confidential clerk, Uaxton, whon I 
recommend to your пегсу -- 

He brings with him а questionneire which will provide much fun and 
jollity for the lone winter evenings. 

The orders fron the Admiralty are that this is to be got through 
jildi 


jildi regardless of expense, I suggest, thoroforo, that you send 


v 


Cup 


one of your bright boys on to Trozisoe with his packet and that 
wait there for the answer and brine’ 

Smith, е.5., down to me with your answer end Tronsoc!e, carrying the 
envelope under his shirt, for tho “ect of carrying а lotter must not bo 
known. In the meantime you will be obtaining a Swedish visa for Smith, 
e.g. for aller et retour and if there is any trouble about this please 
let me know by telegram ~ the reason for tho vise 40 bo rocreation of 


course — 


ПИ 





IET 


(Pago 559 
cf orig 


should be valid for at least four days ss the journey takes two. 
ал instructing Maxton to obtein information as to question 11 
on his way. I rather think that Cslo has the answer to 13 but anything 
you know to confirn пау bo useful ~ 
Ном you ere going to answer the others is best known to yourself 


but don't got yourself shot if you can help it. 


Best love to you all, Maxton will give you all the news. 


Yours 
John Poland 


ny rulers back, please? They are urgently needed here, 


Facsinile locate | samc роде as trenslation 
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/ 
1 
(Page 340 


| ША & RAEDER No. 75 
of orig) J Defense Exhibit No.... 


Declaration by Attorney-at- 


1 herowith certify that 


Letter of the N 
end enclosures 


the document below? 
orwegien Foreign Ministry of 17 February end 15 February 1940 
from White Book No. 4 of the foreign Office, 
Serlin 1940 


Docunents concerning anglo~French polic of extending the War, 
g 3 р 


has boon copied correctly from Group Е, documents No. l and 4 


Yuernberg, 8 April 1946 


( Dr. W, SIZMERS) 
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(Page 341 (Group E, Doc.No.) 
of orig) 


Foroign Ministry Oslo, February 17, 1940 
Strictly Confidential 


Cooperation between Finland and En, ‘and. 
Norway's Position, 


To the Minister of State: 


I have the honor of informine ou that the Enbassy in Stockholn 
has stated the following in a conf ‘dential report of the 15th inst. $ 
"Through Colonel Bratt, I loarred it is oxy е land will 
cone to an agreonent with Finland. It is assumed that the English intend 
to land troops in Bergen, Trondhet:: end Narvik at the same tinc. It äs 
believed that Churchill will carry out this plan аз quickly as possible 
because of the ico in Oeresund anë the difficulties which a larger rert 


of the German flo6t would undergo in attempting this passage." 


For the Foreign Ministor 


(signed) ©, TOSTRUP 


acsimile located seme page as orivinel. 





H0690 — 0048 


(Page 342 Group Е, Doc. №. 4 
cf orig) 


2screign Ministry Oslo, Fobruary 15, 1940 
2 Appendices 
Strictly Confidential 


Neutrality of the Northern Countries. 
Declaration of the British Navel Minister, 


Minister of States 


Г have the honor to submit to you a strictly confidential Report 
СЁ the Embassy in London of the 5th inst, (No.372). À Copy with ono 


piece of the addenda is enclosed, 


Por the Foreign Minister: 


(signed) 


Facsimile located sane 
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(Pago 548 
of orig) 


Copy 
Royal Norwegian Legation 
id z ы Londen, Feb. 5 1940 
№. 372 


One Appendix 
Strictly Confidential 


Reports by Osllaborators Be 
of the Press at the Legation: Chu”7hill. 


To the Foreign Ministry: 


I ам sending you herewith ec ies of a letter Mr. Martinsen wrote 
to me on February 2. 

Mr. Martinsen had previously 0014 me > and other members 
of the press had toon invited to  ^nchoon to meot ir. Churchill. We 

greed that he (liartinsen) Ы à to proceed very cautiously, and 


he certainly did so. 


Erik 001090 


original. 
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(Pago 544, linos 1 to 14 incl, 
of orig) 


Copy 
(from И, Hertinsen, February 2, 1540) 


To Norwegian Minister Colban, 

Press representatives of all the Northern States were present et 
the luncheon given by irs. Philipmore for Мг. Churchill today at wktch 
the guest of honor gave vent to his feelings and was somewhat bitter 
about the manner in which his speech containing advice to the neutrals 
had Оеоп received. He closed with the suggestion that Norway and 
Sweden prepare to come to the assistance of Finland, that through 
their Ministers in London they should request help according to a 
secret plan which would be put before then. Tho Plan, however, stil 


required consideration, 


(Page 344, lines 25 to 28 incl) 
During the course of the conversation Churchill was very bitter 
ever the reception the neutrals accorded his famous speech, But ho 


understocd our reserve and also that we were not prepared. 





ТОТ 


90-0051 


(Pago 845 

of orig) 

I explained to him that we are no further than Britain was at Munich, 
atwhich ho lauzhed bitterly. 

He raged continually against Norway and Sweden, specially against 
Sweden, He had already "written Denmark off", for, he said, it would not 
be advisable to defend that country because "sooner or later it would be 
teen by Germany! Ч 

Swedish ore should not be sent to Germany, Churchill Seid, maintaining 
that from Narvik it was carried inside the t$rec-nile linit. Consequently 
he spoko in disagreable tones about Norway, and in conclusion named 
the three ships which, he stated, had been torpedoed within the three-mile 
limit. Once more I was obliged to contradict hin. The Norwegian Toreign 
Minister had proved in the Storting, I told him,that the three ships 
had not been torpedoed and that wo of then had sunk outside tho threc-nilo 
linit. He hed not heard of the repert by the Norwegian foreign Minister, a 
summary of which I sent to the Daily Herald, which had asked for it bt 
the tine. But it will hardly be printed now, for the Ùlief was that tho 
three ships wore torpedoed within our territorial waters. Churchill wished 
to have the oil supplios from Rumania stopped, but he admitted that this 


Was very difficult. He then went on storming about the Swedish оге, 


adnitting, however, that if ore ship:.cnts were stopped " Stockholm 


would be bombed" the next day. He spoke with cynical slynoss, After 


sitting deep in thought for sone tine, he agreed with me 
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H0690-0052 


(?age 846, 
lines 1 to 8 incl. 
of orig) 


that the Scandinavian statesmen ha^ reason to think twice bofore 
plunging their countries and their people into disaster. 


He agroed with Мг. Alexander that the best manner of dragging 


usínto tho wer, which was tho gree object, would be for us to take 


sides with Finland. 
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(Page 847, 
lines 4 to 28 incl. 
of orig) 


He demanded that we promise о let no ship loaded with ore 
proceed from Narvik within the tersitorial waters. We might then present 
trough our Minister in London, our wishes with regerd to imports and 
he would sco to it that we were srtisfied. He said that the sovercignty 
of Norway was guaranteed by Britain, He could not tolerate anyoody 


taking possession of our const. 


He declared cynically that ono nicht even quietly hope that tho 
Northern countries would join the other side, so that one could chocse 
the strategical points needed, and have dono with it. This was a very 
nasty remark, and an icy silence ensued. Thereupon he assured us once 
nore that he appreciated the difficulties of the neutrals and explained 
why the Allics must win the war. Ho added that the Gernans under the 
Kaiser had been much stronger, thet uncertainty was spreading in Germany, 
but would take time. He described in masterly fashion alleged cruel ects 
of the Germans at sea interpreting them as definite signs of wellness. 
He sincerely hoped that the Americas would join in cuarantoeing peace 


and would cooperate in the solutior of economic problems after the маг, 
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Norway end Sweden, however, should discuss tho line of action 


they could tako in caso of war and what they needed and expected for 


thoir support. This they were to melko known through their Ministers 


in London, Tho carlier the bettcr, he said. He emphesized the latter 


Sincerely yours, 
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Raeder Мо, „,.77.. 


Defense Xxhibit No, 


Declaration by Attorney - at ~ Law Dr, 51104628: 


oe e e eae ee a eem 


I herewith certify that the document below: 
French Premier and ілі сег for Foreign 
fairs, to М. CORBIN, the French Ambassador in London" 
? ? 


the 


„уе Book No, б of the Foreign Office, Berlin 1941: 


"Secret Documents 


+1, hain. Pur аж M- eon 
OÍ the Prenen Genera. суа?!" 


been copied correctly from раде 11—19, document No, 21 


has 


Nuernberg, 


(Dre We DIEMERS) 
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In particular, to q » the internment of the Altma 
Crew, and to notify the Norwegian Government shat henceforth 


Pritish Government will take over the surveillance of 


egian waters, tho inviolability of Whien the лап Govern 
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RAEDER No. „75 


CERTIFICATE 


I, Hens MECKEL, Fregattenkapit:: п, Assistant Defense Counsel, 


hereby certify that the attachcd document, consisting of 


VES rd ee. typewritten 


pages 
хоро ооо» photostated 


a true copy of 


isry of the 
. 


рер: vbi ons 
. 


Staff Part A, 19,40 
. ? . . . Е . СА 
ho British Admirelty made available to me as an origi 
document captured by Allicd military forces, 
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(Pago 358 of orig.) 


KTB 


4 March 


S kl Part A — 7940 


Tho Gerren delegation in Norway roports, in connocticn 
with the Altmark c зе, thet è dofonso egainst English 
militery actions tl: ough Norway is not 27851015. 

is > prohibition on tho pert оф the Nerwegien cormend 
egeinst firing on superior forces without permission. Englis! 
tredition is stron~ly perncunced in the Norwogien nevy, 
moreover, the officors leck tho spirit to dofond thcir 


neutrality sericu 


Further reports from Narvey h 1 o of = forth 


of G vornment, & 


rticlo 16 of the covenant 0 
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У LT TE Prr АФ дүе д 1. T. 4 этте фут) ез 
Declaration by Attor е 5. W Dr. 17213634 


M s os en =... 


A— mmm m ........ 


the document below: 


by General GA*GLIN,. Commande: 


of the French Ge: 


Nuernberg, l2 
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(Lins 19 to ond of 


For this 


Commander-in-Onicíf. Оп 20 December 1939 


Helsinki, viicnce he returned on 20 Jenuary 


From 16 January onwards, 
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and аз a matter of 
tuc 


ч л 


ойо plen provided 
extending the operations 


in 


e 332. НА 4 : "e T rs 
NCW sane ox omna 2100 wonulc Tix C 51, 1127! : T 
JU \ 


crvik 


> 


for tho Гебаашо 


VUI „ы ] 


хн Бы > e. 
A Ut 


en 
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view prevailed ^. the 


commenced for the 


пгапсо- бр 


i 


poc 1. 
of Шорсп 
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90-0065 


outstan 


алла 


view, erosions in the Balkans 


? 


candinavi 


L further 


L ly = 
, 


The general 


ад, Cink, 
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(Lines 1 ~ 11 incl.): 


would bring us reinforcements of about 100 divisionsl). sweden 


and Norway would only afford us a smell mersure of 


s E is 


amounting t divisions, Tho forces 


would be obliged to witidraw from our northecast front, in ordo 


П 


to counber our cotion, would no doubt be in thg 


` Japa ул ej ro аж АА лж KS a 
The advantages o! cxtending the war to 


л 


Scandinavia arc, however, incontestable, but it 


to undorstinoto the technical diffiesltics involved, 


Footnote: 
опо cuestion of Rumanian oil 


m 


destroyed, and of the oil in Trenscau 





ТТ 


0-0067 


opera 


“olish contin 
тепсї and “olish cont: - 


. ed 


repress 


_ — = 
--- 


Footnotes: 
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ОТ Orig,) 


(Linos 5 = 15 inel,) 


In the Generalis 


We must 


3 
inavia in order 
Swedish oro and 

3ut, 
that tho Balkans 
cen also be 


П 


holds the 


ШШШ 


H0690-0068 


own handwriting: 


esolutely pursue our -lans in 


Norwegian harbours, 


м of war o 


d 
the Caucasus, where Cerme 
oi greztor voluo to Itcly, however, 


па? Len: 
1 ALANS а 
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(Page 369 | №: NOs уе ЧО. 


pefenes Exhibit NO, vas . 


no document below; 


"Minutes of the Scandinavian Conmitsee of the 


Has been 


Nuernberg, 
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; , Е ET AARON 
ої the 5eandinavian Comittee of the Intor-/llic 

1 mes > 
Conmuittee for 


Нос 
۔ لاہ‎ 42 


London, ll March 1940 


one ecuivalent 





